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And, finally, there would be no difference between
" mechanism " and " vitalism," for there would be no
mechanism. There would be one organism, so to
say ; or, in other terms, the universe would be the
one organism.

Very many concepts and doctrines now fashion-
able in science and philosophy would thus have to be
given up, and would prove to be only of a prepara-
tory kind. But one thing whose disappearance
would certainly not afflict us is chance, contingency,
which is, in fact, the greatest enemy of all thinking,
that which breaks all the postulates of order, the
p,r) 6V. Chance would disappear ; for where there is
but one order with ordered constituents there is no
chance or contingency : every this is a this in this
order.

Is what we have been describing a state of the
logic of natural reality, actually attainable? I am
sorry to say it remains a mere hypothetical ideal. It
is true that if we had the actual concept of the one
order of 'Nature, we should know by having this concept
everything that is knowable ; in the same strange
manner, perhaps, as in mathematics, where we are
able to know about the species by knowing about the
genus3 e.g. from the concept of "conic section" we
are able to develop the different possible forms of these
sections. But we do not possess the concept of " the
one order of Nature," we are not even on the way to
establish it hypothetically, and we have every reason
to be satisfied with having at least some notions of
" natural laws," whether provisional or not.

The main reason for our inability to attain the